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Current Topics. 


The Statutes of the Session, 

THE WHOLE of the statutes for the past session of Parlia- 
ment are not yet issued, but apparently they are some fifty- 
five in number. A few are reminiscent of the war—the War 
Emergency Laws (Continuance) Act, the Treaties of Peace 
(Austria and Bulgaria) Act, the Profiteering (Amendment) 
Act, the Ministry of Food (Continuange) Act, and the In- 
demnity Act; but most interesting in this clas is the Increase 
of Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restriction) Act. Of 
general interest are the National Health Insurance Act, the 
Savings Bank Act, and the Fire Arms Act; but the most 
important is the Finance Act, which, amongst other changes 
as regards income tax, introduces a new method of deduction 
in respect of earned income and extends other deductions; 
continues, with amendments, the Excess Profits Duty ; intro- 
duces the Corporation Profits Tax; and repeals the Land 
Values Duties. The Mayor’s and City of London Court Act 
has been passed, but the short and appropriate title of City 
of London Court has not been used for the amalgamated court. 


The Ministry of Health Bill. 

Tse Ministry of Health (Miscellaneous Provisions) 
Bill, which was introduced by Dr. Appison just before the 
Recess, contains provisions which are intended to cope with 
the continued shortage of houses. Under clause 1 a local 
authority will have power to hire compulsorily ‘‘ any house 
which is suitable for the housing of the working classes ’’ and 
has not been occupied for three months, but the limit of 
hiring is 25th December, 1923. The question whether a 
house is so suitable will be a question of fact by no means 
easy to determine. Clause 3 gives further power to give 
house-building priority over other building, but at present 
the existing powers appear to be very little used. We noticed 
recently that permission was given to erect a racecourse 
stand. Obviously all pleasure work of this kind should be 
stopped until cufhcient houses have been erected. And local 
authorities are empowered to erect houses for their own 
employees. Of another nature is the proposal in the Bill that 
county councils shall have power to supply and maintain hos- 
pitals. This, if carried, will be a new and important step 
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towa iking all medical services a matter for the State. |} risk’’ was covered by an underwriter, the “‘ war risk,’’ as 
Aan itter is the proposal that all clinical thermometers | a rule, by a mutual indemnity club. When, as often hap- 
sha ted in accordance with official regulations. And | pened, the ship was lost as the result of what normally would 
tucked awa t the end is a clause enabling a county council | be a “ peril of the sea,’’ but connected.in the special circum- 
‘ it rough which has acquired land for one pur- | stances of the case with obedience to war orders or an attempt 
pose th the approval of the Minister of Health, for | to escape enemy dangers to navigation, the nice question von- 
2notl Altogether quite an omnibus Bill. But] stantly arose as to which of the two, the marine risk or the 
whe the Government going to take in hand the provision | war risk, was the causa proxima of the loss, and therefore 
¢ ouses generally —-not for the working classes only—as | rendered the insurers of that one of the complementary risks 
though it were a matter of some importance! At present | liable to pay for the loss: lonides v. Unwersal Marme Lnsur- 
there is little sign of any serious efiort—such, for instance, ance Co. (14 C. B. N. 8S. 286). In the present case the 
that hich led te the making of munitions during the war. plaintaff vessel was in the happy position of being thus insured, 


Mens Rea in Military Offences. 


\\ ) Ep in the Pres the other day that a soldier of the 
( Ra wecused of desertion, put in a curiou 
ple tHe ited that he was a loyal and patnotic Englishmai 


that iment contained many Sinn Feiners, that he could 
not sta the company of such disloval men, and therefore had 
deserts ler to enlist in another regiment The plea 3s 
i elence Since re 1 aimost unknown In mill 
tal i é riter of thi parag! aph remembers a similar 
plea, g irged before a Royal Air Force court-martial, by 
i " \¢ rved in order to rejoin the N ivy ~becauce 
1] re better patriots than airmen. The tribunal] 
na 1] il of this slander on the Air Force by 
o ere ntence: but we believe the man was after 
ward etra te edtotl Navy Now that courts-martial may 
in | ind e tan it will be found that most of tie il 
n t make any—will be due not to prejudice or a 
desire t ew partialit but to the layman’s difficulty of com 
prehe g two points familiar to lawyers, namely, the inad 
mn t hearsay evidence, and the simple principle that 
! a peaking, shall be convicted of an offence 
ne cil t ntend to commiut i.¢ in the absence of mens rea 
But e are so many, not always logical, exceptions to both 
ru a la in may be pardoned if he often fails to under- 
ta then A revision and simplification of the Law of Evi- 
aence is much to be desired 


The Military Offence of Desertion 
APROPOS OF the 


ayiman failure t« appreciate mens Tea, we 
may note that he sometimes reads it in where it has no mean- 
ing An amusing passage we lately noticed in Sir OLIVER 
LopGe's ‘‘ Pioneers of Science Writing of LLERSCHELL, the 


great astronomer, Sir OLIveEr tell at the age of seventeen, 
he entered a Handéverian regiment as a bugler, but two years 
later ime to Englana 


commanding officer with 


how . 


without having first acquainted his 
his intentions or obtained his prior 
or approval, an act which the commanding officer no 
regarded as 


consent 
doubt desertion Naturally the commanding 
Certainly Georce III. took the 
for thirty years later, when he appointed HEr- 
SCHELL Astronomer Royal, he thought it necessary to grant 
him a pardon under the Great Seal for his boyish crime against 
military discipline Of the celebrated principle of 
Cali (1612), Was a subject of the King 
of England, since the tie of allegiance is personal to the sove- 
reign and the King of England was the Elector of Hanover - 
hence the grant of a pardon under the Great Seal. But Sir 
Oxtver Lopce’s rather roundabout way of admitting that his 
hero ‘‘ deserted ’’ in youth is somewhat typical of the lay mind. 


officer would have done so 


same view, 


course, on 


Case HERSCHELI 


Causa Proxima in Marine Risks. 

Tue issu, very familiar during the war, as to whether or 
not a loss at sea is due to the causa proxima of a “ peril of the 
sea ’’ or of ‘‘ hostilities ’’ has arisen once more in Moor Line 
(Limited) v. The King and U.K. Mutual War Risks Asso- 
(lamited) (Times, 14th July). As our readers are 
aware, during the war ships " effected two concur- 
rent and complementary policies of marine insurance, 
one intended to cover all risks not due to the consequénces 
of operations, and the other to cover war risks. The ‘‘ marine 


cration 


so that the only point was which of the two defendants must 
pay up, and, therefore, counsel for the plaintifis had no pre 


ference for either of the alternative lines of argumenut—his 
duty was simply the judicial and detached obliga 
tion of assisting the judge by his knowledge of the 
cases to decide impartially between the two defen- 
dants. The facts of the case, put shortly, wefe these On 5th 
April, 1919, The Exmoor was in the Humber on a voyage 


from the Tyne to Geneva. A floating mine was seen off the 
port bow. To avoid it the helm was put hard a-port, the result 
being that the steamer ran on the sands and became a total loss 
Excluding all question of negligence, the case is clear. If 
the floating mine compelled the ship to run on the sands, then 


the ‘‘mine’’ is all one with the ‘‘ grounding ’’: there is one 
inevitable chain of causation, and therefore bdDne causa 
proxima; the ‘‘ war risk’’ is the cause of the loss But if 
the chain of causation from ‘‘ mine’”’ to ‘‘ grounding le 


} 


ncomplete and not practically inevitable, then the link bind 
‘“mine’’ and ‘‘ grounding ’’ breaks down: the 
which is a peril of the sea, becomes the isolated 


ing together 

vrounding,’’ 
causa prox:ma, and is responsible in law for the loss. It is a 
delicate question Mr. Justice Row atr took the latter view; 
he did not seethat the grounding on the sands was the inevit- 
able consequence of trying to avoid the mine, and so held that 
the loss was due to a “‘ peril of the sea,”’ and not to a ‘‘ war 
In so doing the learned Judge was influenced verg 
largely by a consideration of the interesting majority judg, 
ments delivered by the House of Lords in the conjoined cases 
of S.S. Petersham and S.S. Matiana (reparted elsewhere). 
affirming the Court of Appeal in two judgments (British Sos 
Company (Limited) v. The King, d&c., 1919, 2 K.. B. 670), which 
had thrown on ships the burden of proving that a loss directly 
due to an ordinary marine peril has been rendered inevitable 
by war conditions. In the case just referred to, which we 
hope to discuss hereafter, the doctrine of cau.a prorima was 
once more carefully considered and the meaning of the terms 
‘ warlike operations ” and ‘‘ hostilities’’ elucidated. But 
as Lord Cave and Lord Suaw were the dissenting Judges in a 
House where the majority consisted of Lords ATKINSON, 
Sumner and Wrensury, it will be seen that the judicial 
weight was not all on one side. 


risk 


D.O.R.A. in the United States. 

Some criticism has been passed in England on the occasiona! 
blunders of a humorous type made by amateur administrator: 
of D.O.R.A. and her regulations. The story about the Cens 
who eliminated ‘‘ The Captains and the Kings depart ’’ from 
the newspaper account of the battle of Loos, on the ground 
that there were no kings present, is, of course, now famous and 
has the advantage, not possessed by all good stories, of being 
vouched for by a discussion in Hansard, and an official ex- 
planation by an Under-Secretary. But the United State: 
seems to have excelled in these ‘‘ humours of D.O.R.A.,’’ if al! 
narratives are true. The following, which if not true is b«” 
trovato, has reached us from an American legal correspou- 
Gent. It seems that in 1919, when stern measures against su- 


pected Bolshevists were the order of the day in the States, the 
Attorney-General of a certain State disfinguished himself by 
throwing into prison and making an administrative expulsion 
order against a distinguished Russian astronomer, a refugee 1! 


his State. 





Expostulation from learned societies followe«. 
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Ppointing out that the astronomer was a well-known Czarist ot 
gnimpeachable principles, who had with difficulty escaped froin 
ithe hands of Lentn and his colleagues. 


The official reply was 


was in official hands 


that, unfortunately, undeniable proot 


P that this man was-really a dangerous Bolsheviet conspirat 


he had been found in possession of a dangerous revolutionary 


treatise, published in Germany and written a German, and 


printed in Latin the better to conceal its insidious characte 
F rthe ex postulations followed At ist. the local Lee 
lature, the law officer responsible triumphantly produced o: 
the floor of the House the book in questior rea eviden 
to confute all critics Sure enough, the book had been pub 
lished at Leipsic, and its author bore the suspicious Germ 
name of NICHOLAS VON KOopENIK (usually latinized as Cop 
NICUS) both prima facie proot ot German nsidious al 
against the welfare of the States The book, too, was publishe 
in 1541—-which the law officer quoted as proving that the Ge 
mans had hatched their plot against the peace of the wor 
nearly four centuries ago. Lastly, the title of the book was 
“De Revolutionibus Orbium Celestiu ! What furth 
proof of revolutionary designs, he asked, could any friend of 


Bolshevism demand ? 





Part 1 of the Law of Property Bill. 
Ii] 


the 
Instatute to 


We print on another committees 


appointed by the Conveyancers 


page report of the 


report on certa 


parts of the Law of Property Bul, including Part | and 
this very. usefully supplements Mr. BENN’s memorandum, and 
enables a fairly complete view to be taken of the objections 
raised to this Part. We understand, however, that the report 


must not be taken as dealing fully with the matte Thu 


it is silent as to the ‘‘ curtain provisions,’’ against which M: 
BENN'S criticism is largely directed But the 
preparing the report was short. and thi 
not, we believe, to be taken as 


time allowed f¢ 
and other omissio! 


are indicating 
of the provisions of Part | 


The 


simplify English law, but 


general approva 
Part | 
complicate the tangle 
statute 
the student’s burden 


be a 


committee object that the scheme of 
will furthe: 
equity, 
It adds to 
And itis 
that strange and anomalous conception 
the chattel 
land law. Moreover, says the report, this 
alteration of the : 
and, indeed, the assimilation is not c 
18 (3). limitations in favour of the heir 
and hence difficult 
1833, alive 


cannot be 


Will hot 


‘ rules of common law, umending 


and 
passed as piecemeal reform 
mistake to make 
Englisl 
English 


+ unnecessary, for the 


and takes away little. said to 
‘i } 

peculiar te 
real, characteristic of 


law, the leading 


rules ort descent mm intestacy is enough 


mpiete, ior by la ise 
it-iaw are preserved 
the Inheritance Act, 
Perhaps objections this nature 


which is im- 


sections of 


certain 


will be kept 


wholly avoided in a scheme 


tended to ameliorate the law, and not to recast it entire 
Some other objections made by the report will, we believe 
be met by amendments proposed to be made to the Bill 


Thus the re port calls for the abolition of the Rule in Shel/ey’ 
a matter which has already been advocated in these 
columns (21st February, ante, p. 287; 17th April, 
421); and it points out, as we have done, that clause 18 (1 

abolishing the rule that contingent remainders require a pa 
ticular estate of freehold to support them, is unnecessary in 
view of the fact that, under the Bill, contingent remainders 
will be equitable only. This, we to met | 

amendment, and so also is the objection in the report t 
abolishing the old perpetuities rule against giving estates to the 
children of an person; probably this will be met by 


Case, 


ante, 


believe, is be 


unborn 


retaining this rule, and extending it to personal property, so | 


that both the old rule and the modern rule will remain in 
force, though the advisability of this may be questioned 
It ought to be sufficient to have only one perpetuities rule 
As regards mortgages, the report objects to the proposal 
that a mortgagee shall take only a term of years, and it 
States that mortgagees will be reluctant to lend unless they 








= 
get the flee simpli We doubt whether this objection 18 su0- 
stantial All a mortgagee requires is lo have ill power ty 
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ho t unt Doubts arisi rom genealo- 
g ) leration i ery rare The ure umon enough 
i! t t mution ‘ nal property mul ‘ gible 
regards settle ite there 153 a doubt there neo reas 
vyhv it should not be removed at once b udicial decision 
The thet i g t are those where a testator has 
t ec " t sicdence I evised la ome 
tl " t impossible t i t ertaint 
vhether ther tenant for life Thi . matter frequent! 
oming before the ee Re Anders 19 Ch. 175) 
Re Cibhe 920 Ch 72) ind no doubt i t he 
necessary ft ett is in we the M101 ? é ‘ the 
tatu ‘ ! ‘ But ti matte or te 
tator ! the ‘ ‘ ind the iggesté fl t hould 
not tanad tive i t tne neme ot estil ‘ othe 
wise beneficial 
The rey rT al oO objects to the pry I il i t leath 
luties which is imposed by suse 91 (1) f ersonal 
representatives f a deceased tenant tf life BR ‘ elieve 
that in amendment ng expres rotection a t liabilits 
bevond the value of the assets proposed té e rted 1 
lause 21 (11). and this v meet the objection as regards 
abili ly the + ma , two ntere irticle 
Ti ‘ ad A Ri ] 6th and 13th M h last 
} Mr. Eustace J. Harv t yjected that this 
! leila nite tne ¢ na ‘ tatives 
tu! ‘ ised tenant for fe are arranging for ment 
th lutae ind the remainderman ‘will | ent it of the 
estat B ve doubt. whether in practice th Reult vill 
4 . The emainade’r! aT ria not et nl t eed af 
( ‘ wut he will be let T PSSIO1 or th r te be 
under his management, subject to the rights of the personal 
representatives in respect of death duti« 
In general it will be found, we believe, that most of the 
objections of the report in matters of detail are t e met by 
amendment, including the objection to clause 2¢ 1). under 
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which charity lands would be held on trust for sale, with 


power to postpone. This, it is rightly pointed out, is in- 
appropriate for land which, according to the intention, is to 
be held in perpetuity. And, as regards matters of principle, 
the objections of the report are mainly confined to the making 
of the chattel real the basis of the law of land, and to the 
complications which are still left—or newly made—in the law. 

It should be noted, however, that the report agrees with 
the proposal to prohibit all legal estates other than the fee 
simple and term of years, and if to this is added the protec- 
tion of purchasers by excluding them from notice of trusts, 
as suggested by Mr. Unpernrxt in the ‘‘ Line of Least Resist- 
ance,’’ we really get the essentials of the ‘‘ curtain provisions. ’’ 


(To be continued ) 





The Statutory Tenancy Under the 


Rent Restriction Act, 1920. 
IV.—TERMINATION OF THE STATUTORY TENANCY 


(continued) 

(2) Order tor Recovery of Poassesson- {continued), —In our 
last article we saw that there exist several possible modes oi 
terminating the new statutory tenancy and we specified them. 
But we also saw that of these possible termin only one is 


in practice likely to prove af much importance, 
namely, the mode provided by the statute itself in 
section 5—an order for the recovery of possession. 
The statute prescribes seven cases, and seven only, 
in which the Court has power to make such an order. But it 


should be noted that, as already pointed out (ante, p. 725), in 
the present statute, as distinct from the previous Rent Restric- 
tion Acts, the power of the Court to make such an order is 
not mandatory, but discretionary In other words, the judge 
is not bound to make an order merely because one of the seven 
statutory grounds for making it is proved to exist, nor even 
if several should happen to exist concurrently in the same case. 
He has a discretion whether he will make it or not. 

(i.) Haxercise of the Judicial Discretion. Perhaps it is more 
accurate to say that the judge has no power to make the order 
until he finds that two separate and distinct conditions prece- 
dent are satisfied—(a) that the applicant has brought himself 
within one of the seven statutory grounds; and in addition 
(4) that in all the circumstances of the case an order for pos- 
session is reasonable-——for the precise words of the Act are: 
‘and, in any such case as aforesaid [?.¢., where one of the 
seven grounds is proved], the Court considers it reasonable to 
make such an order or give such judgment.’’ In other words, 
the discretion of the judge is not absolute; he must consider 
evidence of ‘‘ reasonableness,’’ and in the absence of such 
evidence cannot make an order for possession. Of course. 
when one of the grounds is-satisfied, it is arguable that a prima 
facie case of ‘‘ reasonableness ’’ exists, and that the applicant 
need call no further evidence. He has discharged the onus 
of proof cast upon him, and the law will presume that his 
elaim is reasonable unless dnd umtil the defendant produces 
sufficient. evidence to satisfy the Court that an order is ‘‘ un- 
reasonable.’’ But this is very doubtful, and such an inter- 
pretation of the statutory discretion cannot be taken for 
granted. We will consider briefly the questions of doubt 
arising here 

The first point is, whether or not the applicant is bound to 
call any evidence of ‘‘ reasonableness’ at all. For example, 
supposing the landlord provés, in the language of section 5 (1) 
(a), that ‘“‘any rent lawfully due from the tenant has not 
been paid,’’and stops there without proving a single other fact 
or circumstance connected with the case, can the judge then 
say, notwithstanding the absence of any evidence of ‘‘ reason- 
ableness ’’ that he is satisfied a case for the order has been 
made out and then make a valid order? Of course, such a 
bare case is not likely to arise; usually some evidence of the 
surrounding circumstances, however slight, would be given in 
the course of the case, but a case where no such evidence 


emerges is quite possible. It is therefore well to consider 
whether in such a bare case the judge has any power under the 
statute to make the order. 

Now we conceive that the existence of power to make an 
order for possession, without any evidence except that of a 
statutory “‘ ground,’’ can only defended on one of the 
following grounds : — 

(a) It may be argued that the onus of proving ‘‘ unreason- 
ableness ’’ is cast on the defendant, and that, unless he does so, 
the judge is entitled to hold that the order is ‘‘ reasonable." 
But this seems inconsistent with the wording of the sub-section, 
The section does not say that the Court shall make an order 
‘unless the defendant shews the order to be unreasonable.’’ 
What it does say is, that ‘‘ no order shall be made unless . . 
(one of the seven grounds is proved, and) .. . the Court 
considers it reasonable to make such an order. 


(+) It may be argued that there exists a presumption of law 
that it is reasonable that a man should recover his own pro- 
perty when he is lawfully entitled to do so, although such pre- 
sumption may be rebutted by shewing special reasons in 4 
particular case for deeming it. unreasonable. But the answer 
seems to be that this particular Act is evidently based on an 
implied principle that, in the peculiar circumstances of a 
shortage of houses due to war causes, the normal rights of a 
landlord are in abeyance, and cannot be regarded as reasonable 
exercises of his power as an owner of what is now a mono- 
polized form of property. 

(c) It may be argued that the mere existence of facts con- 
stituting a statutory ground for recovery is primd facie evi- 
dence from which a judge may, and should, infer “‘ reason- 
ableness.’’ In other words, the doctrine res ipsa /oqguitur may 
be applied to the present case. But this is only a variation of 
the last argument, and seems equally open to doubt. 

(2) Again, it may be argued that the judge is entitled to 
take ‘‘ judicial notice’’ of the sort of circumstances—his own 
knowledge of the locality, the social status of the parties, their 
craft, &ce.—which make it reasonable or unreasonable to make 
an.order for possession. But the modern tendency is to restrict 
the doctrine of ‘‘ judicial notice ’’ as much as possible, and not 
to extend it in novel directions. 

(e) Lastly, it may be contended that the judge can exercise 
his discretion as to reasonableness whether or not there is any 
evidence before him, but this contention, plausible as it may 
seem, is bad in principle. A judicial discretion is not like the 
discretion sometimes conferred by law on a corporation, trus 
tees, or executive officer. Such discretions as these—a mere 
‘administrative discretion ’’—may be exercised in the absence 
of evidence, although they must be exercised bond fide. But 
a ‘‘ jidicial’’ discretion must be based on the evidence; it is 
not sufficient that it is exercised bond fide. 

We therefore come to the conclusion that, although the 
point is certainly far from clear, some evidence of ‘‘ reason- 
ableness '’ must be adduced by the applicant before the Court 
has jurisdiction to make an order for possession. Usually, of 
course, the mere elucidation of the facts themselves will afford 
ample evidence of ‘‘ reasonableness.’’ But sometimes this is 
not the case. And an applicant will always act wisely if he 
takes the trouble to prove some facts or surrounding circum- 
stances definitely going to shew that the order prayed for *< 
reasonable. Such proof is perhaps er abundant: cauteli; 
but in these cases it is well to take apparently superfluous pre- 
cautions which do not involve extra witnesses or expense. 


(ii.) The Amount of the Discretion.—The second question 
which arises here concerns the amount of discretion conferred 
on the judge. We have already given reasons for holding that, 
being a’ ‘‘ judicial ’’ discretion, as distinct from an ‘‘ adminis- 
trative’’ discretion, it must be exercised only ‘‘ upon evi- 
dence.’’ It also follows that it must be exercised ‘‘ in accord- 
ance with the evidence,’’ t.¢., that the verdict of the Court 
may be upset on one of the usual grounds on which any judicial 
determination of fact may be upset, namely, either that (a) it 


is so contrary to the weight of the evidence as to be , or 


(4) it is based on evidence insufficient in law, or (c) it is based 





on a misdirection of himself by the judge as to the principle he 
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_ should-apply in considering the facts. But it should be noted 
that apparently different rules on this point will exist accord- 
ing to the Court which possesses jurisdiction in the matter— 
since the appealability of county court judgments 
on questions of fact is much more limited than 
that of High Court judgments. But this we must 
consider again when we come to comment on the re- 
medies under the statute, and especially on the extended 
jurisdiction given to county courts under section 17 (2), which 
abrogates for the purposes of this Act the limits of jurisdiction 
in respect of ‘‘ amount of claim ’’ imposed by the County Court 
Acts on county court judges. We need only add here that in 
two classes of cases the decision of the county court judge is 
made ‘‘ final and inclusive,’ namely, section 2 (6) (amount o! 
rent, etc.), and section 12 (3) (apportionment of rent); but 
neither of these cases relates to orders for recovery, which are 
appealable to the Divisional Court in the usual way. This 
will be further discussed when we come to deal with 
** Remedies.’ 

(iii.) Bvidence of Reasonableness.—The third question 
which may arise concerns the nature and character, as distinct 
from weight and quantity or sufficiency, of the fvidence on 
which the Court may hold that it is ‘‘ reasonable ’’ to make the 
order desired. For the question of ‘‘ reasonableness’’ must 
be a mixed question of law and fact. It follows that the cir 
cumstances under which possession is ‘‘ reasonably ’’’ desired 
mu&t be matters governed by principles which the Court must 
follow, although the judge can exercise his discretion as to 
whether or not the facts are within the principle. What these 
principles are cannot, of course, be stated beforehand. They 
will be purely empirical. We must wait until actual cases are 
decided, and then note the principles involved. 

So far only one such case has found its way into the reports, 
namely, Benabo v. Horseley (ante, p. 727). Here the question 
was one sure to arise frequently. A tenant was in arrears 
with his rent, and therefore not within the statutory protection 
under the earlier Acts, which conferred on the judge no dis- 
cretion to make or refuse an order when once a ground of 
recovery had been proved : Beavis v. Carman (1920, 36 T. L. R 
396). The question, however, was whether an order for eject 
ment was ‘‘ reasonable ’’ when the tenant, although in arrear, 
undertook to pay up the arrears and conform to the obligations 
of his tenancy. The Divisional Court held that the county 
court judge must exercise his discretion as to the ‘‘ reasonable 
ness,”’ and in their judgment indicated the sort of matters 
the judge must take into consideration in order to exercise hi 
discretion aright. These are stated as including ‘‘ the position 
of the landlord and of the tenant.’’ This is a valuable guidance 
to practitioners in such cases. It will obviously be useful in 
opening the applicant’s case to elucidate those points in the 
position of both parties which support the claim of the land- 
lord to his order. 


5 


(To be continued.) 








Reviews. 


Fent and Mortgage Interest Restriction. 


THe Law or Rent anp Mortcace Interest Restrictions, [NcLupine 
‘**Tue Increase or Rent anp Mortoace Interest (Restrictions) 
Act, 1920’ (enacted July 2nd), anp Orner Emercency Lectsia 
TION AND SratuTes Repeacep AppLicaBLe TO RENT AND MORTGAGE 
Interest Restrictions. By Jonn Duncan,’ M.A. (Lond 
Barrister-at-Law. The Estates Gazette (Limited). 

This is a very useful edition of the text of the recent Increase of 
Rent and Mortgage Interest (Restrictions) Act, with explanatory com 
ments and references to cases, both those decided on the earlier Acts 
and those on the law of landlord and tenant generally, so far as 
applicable. We have already pointed out that the provisions depending 
on the state of repair of premises and the liability to repair require 
familiarity with the law of repairs, and at pp. 17-19 will be found a 
useful collection of cases on this subject, though we miss the important 
case of Lurcott v. Wakeley (1911, 1 K. B. 905). The references to cases 
on the earlier Acts seem to be very complete, and also comments based on 
the experience of the working of ‘the Acts, and the recent Increase of 
Rent, &c., Rules »nd Forms are included. The author also prints the 
new Act separately, without notes—a very useful plan—and the text of 
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Books of the Week. 


Partnership.—A Digest of the Law of Partnership, with 
Forms and an Appendix on the Limited Partnerships Act, 1907, 
together with the Rules and Forms, 1907, 1909. By the Right 
Honourable Sir Frepgricx Potvock, Bart, K.C., D.C.L., Barrister- 
at-Law. Eleventh Edition. Stevens & Sons (Limited). 15s. 

Advocacy.—Hints on Advocacy. Conduct of Cases, Civil and 
Criminal, Classes of Witnesses and Suggestions for Cross-examining 
Them, &c., &e. By the late Ricnharp Harris, K.C. Fifteenth 
Edition. By J. H. Warts, Barriste:-at-Law. Stevens & Sons 
(Limited). 10s. 

Income Tax.—Tolley’s Complete Income Tax, Excess Profits 
Duty, Corporation Profits Tax, Super - tax, &c. Chart of Rates, 
Allowances and Abatements for 1920-21, and Sixteen Previous 
Years. Fifth Edition (1920-21). Compiled by Cuariges H. Touyey, 
A.C.LS., Accountant, 4, Great Windmill-street, E.C. 2s. 6d. net. 





CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


BRITISH STEAMSHIP CO. (LIM.) v. THE KING. GREEN wv. BRITISA 
INDIA STEAM NAVIGATION CO. (LIM.) BRITISH INDIA STEAM 
NAVIGATION CO. (LIM.) v. LIVERPOOL AND LONDON WAR 
RISKS INSURANCE ASSOCIATION (LIM.). 7th, 10th, Lith, lath, 
l4th May; i2th July. 

SHIpPING— Marine Risks—War Risks—CoNSEQUENCES Or HOSTILITIES 

or WaRLike OpeRATIONS—STEAMING WrrHuour LicHuTs In War Zone 
STEAMING witH Convoy—StTranpinc—Tora., Loss 


The expression ‘‘ warlike operations '’ as used in policies of marine 


insurance connotes some act done by one of two parties at war with each 


other against one of them, or by one of such parties with the 
object of meeting or avoiding an actual threatened attack by the 
other, and there ta a clear diatinction between an ) pe ratwn of such a 


kind and one of a peaceful character conducted under conditiona ren 
dered necessary or desirable by the exiatence of a atate of war, 

Held, unanim vusly that the loas of a vessel hy ¢ dlimon while ateam 
ing without nat igati mn lights under Admiralty Orders to safeguard 
; enemy submarines, and (Lord Cave and Lord Shaw 


aqgainat attacks fron 
vessel by atranding upon a reef when 


dissenting) that the loaae of a 
scaling with a cont y under the Nariqati mn Ordera of the naval officer 
ommanding the convoy, were due to marine riska within the meaning 
of the policies of marine tneurance 

Decision of the Court of Appeal 63 So.icrrors’ Jovrnar, 736; 1919, 2 
A B 670) afhrmed 

Consolidated appeals. The steamship /efersham, belonging to the 
e war on the 


appellants, was requisitioned by the Admiralty during t 
terms of a charter party which provided that ‘* the Admiralty ahali 
not be liable if the steamer shall be lost in consequence of 


dangers of the sen collision or any other cause aris 


as a sea risk,’’ but the Admiralty took the risk of all consequences 


ing 
of hectilitien or warlike operations " At the tine of the collision 
between The Petersham and another ship there was an Admiralty regu- 
lation that vessels must be navigated without lights, and admittedly 
the collision was due to the fact that neither vessel had lights The 
Court of Appeal held: that the compliance by a vessel, not otherwise 
engaged in a warlike operation, with the Admiralty regulation which 
resulted 1n the loss of the vessel, was not§a consequence of a collision 
or any other cause arising as a sea risk, and there the Admiralty 


weré not liable for the loss of the ship to her owne The same judg 
ment also decided two consolidated appeals, in the first of whi h the 
British India Steam Navigation Co. (Limited) were the appellants along 
with the Liverpool and London War Risks Insurance Asseriation ; and 
in the second Green and other underwriters vere the appellants, and 
the British India Steam Navigation Co. (Limited) the respondents. The 
action arose out of the loss of 7he Matiana. While proceeding in convoy 
in the Mediterranean she struck the Keith Reef. On the followmg 
morning while fast on the the reef she was stru k by a torpedo, but 
it was found as a fact by Bailhache, J., that the ship was a total loss 
before she was torpedoed. He held that the loss was due to a war risk, 
but his judgment was reversed by the Court of Appeal (reported 63 
Souicrrors’ JournaL, 736; 1919, 2 K. B. 670 After consideration, 
covering the three cases. They were 
of The Peteraham, but 
in the case of 


their lordships gave judgment 
unanimous in dismissing the appeal in the case 
Lord Cave and Lord Shaw were for allowing the appeal! 
The Matiana. 

Lord Cave said that these appeals raised the same question namely, 
whether the loss of a ship, in the one case by collision and in the 
other by stranding, was a consequence of hostilities or warlike opera 
tions. or was the result of a marine risk not falling within that 
description In the case of The Petersham he thought the appellants 
had failed to shew that there were in fact any hostile or warlike opera- 
tions to which the loss of the vessel could be attributed The word 


“ hostilities "’ connoted operations of war which might be either offen 





the repealed statutes and rules. Altogether the work is a full guide to 
this emergency legislation. 





sive or defensive, and might be undertaken either by the vessel imme- 
The expression, 


diately concerned or by an enemy or friendly force 
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warlike operations 





was said to have been added in order to cover | brought un action in the Blackpool County Court; claiming £50 damages 








cases WV "Y simtiar t > , i f 
. a vlry : b n 4 . 5. - ~ S re * ‘anna ogee he be i against both defendants for trespass. Alternatively he claimed damages 
extend the categor $ the acta’ reldred ‘te ” . Seid th ~ - | aKa ust the defendant, Hulme, for trespass. At the hearing on 28t) 
pr oe fe nal iment relied upon the | J@”uary, 1920, it was admitted by counsel for Mrs. Barrett that she was 
express e operations a the der of the two e pressions responsible for the initial illegal entry and trespass by Hulme, but 
But is ler that the de ght apply, there must be some act of s contended that she was not responsible for the fraudulent pretenc 
. ke sracte } 1 have caufed the loss sued | by Hulme that he was head bailiff from the police court, ang 
up Her ere st , thing ie ghts were extinguished ssession of a warrant of ejectment authorizing him to eject forcibl 
i ’ , ’ vell-established difference | the plaintiff, nor was she responsible for other imdignities and tres 
between a pet ired ag t d tion taken for fear of such a asses committed by Hulme. It was contended that there were separat 
/ / i ¢ j lion i nee ¢ 62 SoLicrTrors’ and independent trespasses for which the defendant, Hulme. was alon: 
Jour 191 4. Cc. 10] N 1 the Admiralt egulation sponsible The facta were, shortly, that in March, 1919, Mrs. Barrett 
t } j be 1 weratior f any | etal nished house to the plaintiff for a year. W ishing to get. rid 
kind N | ht k te } reas i the | e plaintiff as tenant, she, in November, 1919. instructed the defendant 
| f ! | k igh increased | , | Hulme, to go to the plaintiff's house and get rid of him and his family 
I I j / e appeal f d \ She said he had better take two men with him, as they were a rough 
y led / [ loubt that ti ers t Hulme accord ngly vent to the plaintiff s house, w ith two men, o1 
i t | nderwriters or the t 22nd N ember, 1919, and pretended that he was the head bailiff 
i ft s the ibilit 4 the police urt. and that he had an ejyectment order from the m igistrat« 
] | I med the « he tuthorizir him forcibly to eject the plaintiff No ejectment der had 
| Ke l had beer hat been apt ed foi or obtained against the plaintiff. The inty cou 
ln hy t P sea | judge, accepting the contention that the trespasses were separate and 
* i ern ld ndependent, gave judgment for £20 against the defendant M 
ppe idertak sela of Barrett, and £50 against the defendant Hulme The plaintifi 
{ fi t the enen | 8 | solicitor submitted that in law the damages could not be so divided, and 
oy sequence of warlik pera a 1 for leave to amend by claiming £70 against both defendants 
K p d theret he | The unts mart judge replied that he had given his judgment, and 
Migr I ) t ! j uld 1 ilter it. but that he wa illing to make anv amendment that 
| is j ith Lord ¢ ‘ is Lega possible to put the matter right if he had made a mistak: 
\ | Riad - i ! spport ing the damages and he asked the parties to draw u; 
ae at F . <f Gitinn tama ites of his judgment ihe parties failed to agree as to the appo 
sgt ; soli Raaheanis. On tionment of the damages, and the matter ume before him again 
f a f the j st, that pe hs must, he | 10th Marcel 1920, when the plaintiff's solicitor contended that on the 
pt ed 4 " P ‘ Bs ong lp mate suse of the loes Coll imthorities the county court judge had misdirected himself 1 law nm 
, ‘wane thine that portioning the damages, und that both defendants in law were equally 
presumi ‘po onion Whatave ri, responsible for all and each of the trespasses committed, and he applied 
ft | | ke operat - weed for a new trial rhe county court judge granted the application. The 
- 19 of , ko | 1m 4 or j defendant appealed The Divisional Court held that the c inty court 
j eure ld n the facts 1 “a vdge had no jurisdiction to order a new trial on the ground that he had 
‘ | ad { Ce aad sh wenn tier myers lirected himself on a matter of law The proper procedure was to 
ea Det Fn the se. therefore. of The Pet on ippeal from the decision to the High Court under section 120 of the 
he DI | I} / ' sented greater diff ( nt Courts Act 188i The appeal vas therefore all d The 
tie hes | ' 11 the fact the plaintill appealed 
"a . “ : tne Bankes, L.J., said the question whether under section 93 of the 
' : s ind ! the ( i Courts A 18838 i judge had power to order a@ new trial in a 
if » tl irs itter should 8 not exal 1 asa whi had been tried and decided by himself was important rhe 
; t ‘ Me s ; t i nm the f : pressed by B rmache lefendant contended that he uld not trv a case a second time when 
< . . - nips 7 A . 4 7 h.. Sollow end i vere ~ yg - itl ‘ - a we and -- . he had not . higher position than 
the | yp pia b ! lentified with the ships io ge be in ur who had no power to consider his decision 
; a ; - Aes An tan Cail ten, tenets at's el x Me judgment In Clarke West Ham Corp ve ? 1914 
foint flotilla engaged igen Peace shendaind” ‘iin Vasmamminh teil K B 448 Lush, J on reviewing the authorities, laid jlown the 
Mein TY Ee Shak Shoe Temietell Gadkee Goldie: tate ait. Ge prin pl that a county court judge, having finally —— ated between 
sheep and the shepherd both engaged in the operation of shephe rd vetag ~wbaeer and entered judgment had no power subsequet tly to enter 
iene t ae leslie sera nas ng Mh i omamaeh i>. hin 33 He| * different ] idgment In Sanatortum Limited) v. Marsha / (1916, 
aeesba the vn of The Mat > incl Chen eineieeninaiae tie, aenetinie K B. 57), it was sid down by a Divisional Court that after the trial 
pot had ta at 11s iurve the burder } h rested upon then and of an action before a yunty court judge withont . . mnty 
shat in this at shat € The Peteral the uppeal ited anil court judge had jurisdi tion to order a Tew trial where vas of 
should be dismissed opinion that at the trial he had misdire« ted himself. In, } pinion 
those two cases were not inconsistent if properly understood. In his 


Lord Sumyper and L | Wrenevry agreed with Lord Atkinsor and 
the appeais were a rad y COUNSEI tor the 
ippellants : In the first appeal, Mackinnon, K.( R.A. Wright, K.C 

nd Di K.{ f th ( s G i Hewart A.) ar 


dismissed with costs 


d 


Norman Paehu K.f n the other appeal, 7’. A Wright, Ku ind 
Claught S ‘i for the marine insurers (Green and others 
Vackinn kK. ind Lewis Noad, for the shipowners: Butler Aspinall 
K.( und A in Raehur K.C., for Liverpool and London War 
Risks Insurance Assocation Sormerror Holman. Fenwick & Willar 
Treas No / Wil ( iS Waltona d> Rawle 
Johneat edo for Hf Dick non de f Liverpool 

R y trip. Barrister-at- law 

. 
Court of Appeal. 
ASTOR v. BARRETT AND HULME. No2. 29th July 

County Covrr—Practice—Triar sy J e ALonE—JUDGMENT—FINal 

ADJUDICATION JurispicTion TO Orpen A New TrRiAL—Cowunry 

Courts Act, 188 1 & 52 Vicr. c. & s. % 

Whe ae ty pure “age f . a ne eithout a 7 7ury, nd ha 
dé led it and d fed idan Af j entered. and subsequently hold 
that he ji , lirected i elf. ] , f und ection of the 
County ¢ urt icf. | / wf 

Deciai i th D nal Court (64 SoLrmecrrors JOURNAI ~) wT 
lL. RR. Bi 

Appeal by he nntil fron i rde f the Divisional Court 
(Shea man and Sa IJ reported nte | 550 The plaintiff 


opinion the judgment of Sankey, Bes in the Sanatorimm ease vas right, 
and the rules there laid down by that learned Judge would be foll wed 
Apply that case to the present; if an application had been made to the 
Divisional Court for a new trial, it would certair have hee ranted, 


and the Divisional Court therefore were wrong in holdi that the 
yunty couft judge had no power in such circumstances to grant a new 
trial For these reasons the appeal must be allowed. 


Scrurron. L.J.. pointed out that section 93 of the County Courts 
Act. 1888. gave the judge powe n every vse to order ; ‘ il if he 
should think fit. on any ground on which the High Court uld do so 
Certainly an application to the High Court would have been cranted im 
this case. so that the figures might be ascertained. The order ef the 
county court judge was therefore infra rires, ar 1 the appeal must be 
allowed 

Arkin, L.J ucreed with Bankes, L.J., that the section gave power 
ourt judge to grant a.new trial on the’ sam vuunds as 
But his power was limited to 


to the county 
one could be granted by the High Court 
those grounds. If an application for a new trial had been made to the 
High Court in this case they would have said that a mistake had been 
made and the matter must go back. It was said that a county couft 
judge had no power to grant a new trial on the ground that he had 
nade a mistake on a point of law His powers were n sO limited 
There vas no difference in prin iple between (¢ larke’s case eupra) and 
and the two cases were not inconsistent 
Appeal allowed, with costs.—Counsen, for the appellant, H H. Joy 
und Davenport; for the respondent, ¢ WV. Pitman. SoLIciTrors, 
Indermaur & Brown, for Callis & Woosnam, Blackpool ; Oldham, Corn- 
wall, & Co., for T. Wylie Kay, Blackpool 


the Sanafortum caae mu pra), 


[Reported by Erskine Kerp, Barrister-at-Law.} 
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Question is whether the houses belonged to Mr. Coole absolutely, or 


sn Mr. Coole’s death they passed to the persons interested in reversion 
Mo the testatrix’s real estate 
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High Court—Chancery Division. 


Re COOLE. COOLE v. FLIGHT AND OTHERS. 
Ist, 2ad and 15th Jane. 


Woui—Wowman Marriev Berore Isr Janvary, 1883 
sy Hustanp—Conceratep Fraup—Estorre. or ELEcrron 
*Prorerty Limiration Acr, 1833 (3 & 4 Writ. 4, c. 27), s. 26 
Prorerty Lamiration Acr, 1874 (37 & 38 Vicr. c. 57), s. 1 
Woman's Property Act, 1882 (45 & 46 Vict. c. 75). 


Where the facts of the case are consistent either with the wiew that 
ai wae tan tf the law or that he was guilty of fraud, the Court 
} 


mili not necess wily nnd him guilty of con 
Bal the Heal P perty Limitation Act, 1833, simply on the ground of his 


Petersen, .J. 


rant 


being eoticit the Court must be aatiahed that he ws guilty of fraud 
Willis Fart Hawe 1893,°2 A. 545 

{ iri d woman married heto fhe V/ ead Woman's ]; pperty 
Act, 1882 wned a leasehold house im 1880. and purchased the el f 
weversion f reot wm 1883. and pur) fed to de me by her will 1885 
all the amd freehold house hut the lease ld ? had not merged 
the freehold hecause of her hushand } eat there and on her dea 
Be became « ithed thereto jure mar he testatrir al hegr hea 
ai / persor d eatate to her husband 
greated as having elected to allou ] he “ } eaid freed i 
5 under her will 

l Is Was a summons by the trustees t ne A ( Coole te determt ‘ 
wi was entitled to certain properties At the time of her marriage 
to M A. ¢ Coole, the testatri was the owner f a certain leasehold 
shop. No. 57, West-street, and a freehold house, Rustington Cottage 
bequeathed and devised to her by the ill of her first husband ’ 


died in 1880 Chere was n ired bv his will in het 
favou In 1881 
thased b md 
gettlement was made on her 
archase in 188 In 1883 she pur hased the freehold reversion >/ 
West-street ind died in 1897 without 
feaving her husband her surviving By her will she left her husband 
her brother and her sister executors and trustees thereof The brother 
_ eased her, and the sister died before probate She devised and 
; yueathed all her freehold house and sh »p, No 17, West-street, to her 
sale as therein mentioned, and as to the net 
£1,300 to tw 
her real estate to which she might | 


separate use de 
illed Heather Leigh was pur 
No 


atter this 


another freehold house 


onveyed to her, but not for er separate use 


marriage with Coole shortly 


ever having had any issue, and 


trustees upon trust for 
Moneys to arise theretrom t pay 
she devised all the residue of 
entitled at he 
her husband for life, and she bequeathed all het 
@usband for his absolute use and disposa ind 
decease ot ver husband she devised 
@imilar trusts for and to divide the p 
tain named persons Her husband, who was the surviving executol 
proved the will, and in his affidavit for declared that, in 
addition to estate duty on the personal estat« he elected to pay duty 


named persons, and 


decease and over which she had a disposing power, t 
personal estate to her 
from and after the 


71 ther her real estate 


upon 


sale eeds equally amofg cer 


probate 


on the real estate passing on her death, particulars whereof, including 
Rust ington Cottage and Heather Leig! ere uded therein He 
went into possession of the rea estate 2nd remained in possession 
thereof until his death in 1917 without giving any acknowledgment 


of the heir-at-law By his will he appointed the plaintiffs his executors 
and trustees, and the persons entitled to his residuary realty and per- 
gonalty were defndants to this summons There was a 
written instructions left by the husband to 
follows It will that the which my wife had a 
disposing power was given to me for life, and afterwards to Mr. 
Morton. but as we were married before the Married Woman's Protec- 
tion Act of 1883 (sic) I say the furniture passed absolutely to myself 
as husband 
Pererson, J., afcer stating the facts 
Leich and Rustington Cottage, the heir-at-law of the testatrix became 
entitled to those houses on her death, but his claim is barred by the 
Real Property Limitation Act, 1874, unless it can be shewn that Mr 
Coole has been guilty of concealed fraud within section 26 of the Real 
Property Limitation Act, 1833. It has been contended that Mr. Coole 
Was guilty of concealed fraud, because a solicitor, he must be 
taken to have known that those houses could not have passed under 
his wife's will, and that he determined to conceal the real position 
from the heir by paying the estate duty and so preventing the Com 
SMissioners from having recourse to the hei Whatever the word 
feoncealed)) may mean, it is plain that I must be satisfied that Mr. 
Xoole was guilty of fraud : see Willie Karl Howe and in Re 
McCallum (1901. 1 Ch. 143) tut the facts of the case, including the 
A@bove-mertioned written instructions, are perfectly consistent with the 
¥iew that Mr. Coole forgot or was ignorant of the law relating to such 
Teal estate of his wife as was not governed by the Married Woman's 
Property Act, 1882, and I have come to the conclusion not only that 
there was no foundation for the suggestion that Mr. Coole was gurity 
of any fraud or of a concealment of fraud, but also that Mr. Coole 
thought that the houses in question passed under his wife's will 
he result is that the claim of the heir-at-law is barred. The next 


passage in 
his executors reading as 


furniture e! 


Bee! 


said : With regard to Heather 


being 


(supra), 


Were to be treated as being governed by the will of the testatrix so that 


Possessory TrITLe 
Rear 
{EAL 
MARRIED 


ealed fraud within sect 26 
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LAW Courts BrRancu: 29 & 30, HIGH HOLBORN, W.C. 1. 

elect silernatively m estoppe The f that M ( e had 
the e } s wi } wife died ifficis t re t the 

| t ft the d rine of elect “ / lnd 10) » Ch 
10 jues f estoppe e difficult Lhe tf the 
le ] t \] { ! i derman 
1 . r benefit im tl i is question bu issu that it 
did, the se is, in my op n, governed by the de s ! Rte Anderson 
1 Mr. Coole’s representatives are not estopped from saying 

tl these houses did t pass | } fe's With regard 


to 57. West-street. Mr ( e acquired the freehold rev: on after the 
Married Woman's Propert Act, 1882 nd was able t levise it 
But the ease! ad term had not me ed hecause of the husband's 
‘ tt eln und | it a mar y ht he | sme entitled 
t ! wil leath The testat how é purp d to deal 
th the !t ine tseift ft re | t mere the tree i reversion 
0 stru tire f the terest in the 
! ise alter satis! thie f £1,300 luded I devise 
i the sidue ! ne real estats ‘ h the testats id a dispos 
g pe e! Mi: { le | la fe interest in it, and ibject to the 
aru i i fil I vere ‘ ] par — al r the real 
estate on trust to sell and divide the proceeds In these circumstances 
the questi « whether Mr. ( le is not put to his electior he 
testatrix has bequeathed all her personal estate to Mr. Coole, and pur 
ported to dea vith an interest in 57, West-street to which he was 
entitled Hea cepted the pers al estate under the wi ind muat, in 
" pint be treated as havMe elected to allow his interest in 7, 
West-street to pasa under the provisions of his wite's COUNSEL, 
W hitn é htichard Vv ry KA wd J. G i d Cunliffe, 
K.C nd Ve Hughes, KA md A ad Jolly SOLICITORS, 
an. . We & Sone Be ‘ i] ’ liry, ds ¢ for Shenton 
d Pa W hest« Le ‘ " i; Tetlou 


Reported by Leonanp Mar, Barrister-at-Law.] 





New Orders, &c. 


The Staffordshire County Court Order in Council 


The arishes set ut in the Schedule Orde na ive aa lo 
L ling upon tl Ot ja f September, 1920, be detached 
i ind cease } pal l Dists of the County ( irt of 
Staffordshire held at Ruge and sha be transferred to, and form 
par f ist e Count { rt f Staffordsl held at 
Lichf i 
4 The Dists said ( ( u j Ruge ex pt the 
parishes detached therefrom by the ast’ precedi paragraph hereof, 
shall bn isolidated ith the District of the Count ( rt f Stafford. 
shire held at Stafford and fr the 50th da f September, 1920, the 
broldis f the said ¢ itt at Rugeley hall be discontinued, and all 
( s/and iriad ion theretofore exercisal thereby shall the eforth 
be « | tt iid Court held at Stafford; and the said rt. held 
ut Stafford e the Court f the District formed the said 
fat 
Chis Ord } me int peration he lat da, f October, 
iycl) | na ty read ith the Count ( irt Distr Order in 
u 1899 t shall have effect a umended by t a (roe 
- \ ¥ 
Schedule 
\ ( 
- if the parish of Brereton as lies to the South-East of 
t ] los d North-Western Rai y fi Cannock to h 


Ridware 





These persons have put their case on 
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Orders in Council. 


The London Gatette of 20th August contains 

(1) An Order in Council, dated 13th August, making regulations under 
the Restoration of Order in Lreland Act, 1920. 

(2) The Treaty of Peace (Austria) Order, 1920 (dated 13th August), 
establishing in the United Kingdom a Clearing Office for Austrian debts 
and charging them on Austrian property in the British Dominions 

(3) The Treaty of Peace (Bulgaria) Order, 1920 (dated 13th August), 
charging Bulgarian property in the British Dominions with payment of 
Biflgarian debts, and providing for the appointment by the Board of 
Trade of an Administrator to give effect to the charge. ~ 

(4) An Order in Council (dated 13th August) 
Representation of the People Order 


amending the 


Inland Revenue Order. 
STAMP DUTIES 

Whe tion 12 (2) of the Finance Act, 1899, provides inter alia 
that His Majesty's Commissioners of Inland Revenue may substitute, 
ny foreign or colomial currency mentioned in the Schedule 
to that Act, any rate of exchange for that specified in the Schedule, and 
that such Act shall be construed as if any rate of exchange for the time 
being substituted were contained in the said Schedule, and as if the rate 
of exchange for which the rate is substituted were omitted from 
that Schedule, the said Commissioners do hereby give notice that they 
substitute the following rate of exchange for that specified in the 


reas s 


as respects 


new 


Schedule to the Finance Act, 1899 
Franc (Belgian) Forty-five to one pound 
18th August [Gazette, 24th August 


Home Office Order. 
FIREARMS ACT, 1920 


Whereas by the Firearms Act, 1920, it is provided that that Act shall 
come into operation on the first day of September, nineteen hundred and 
twenty 

Provided that a Secretary of State may as respects any of the pro 
visions of that Act, by order, substitute some subsequent date or dates, 
not being later than the first day of December, nineteen hundred and 
twenty, as the date or dates on which those provisions are to come into 
operation 

Now therefore, I, the Right Honourable Edward Shortt, One of His 
Majesty's Principal Seoretaries of State, hereby order that as respects 
the provisions of sections three, eight and ten of the said 
Act, the first day of N nineteen hundred and twenty, shall in 
England and wales be substituted for the satd first day of September as 
the date on which the said provisions shall come into operation 

Zlst August Gazette, 24th August. 


one, two 


rvember 


Ministry of Health Order. 
\ND CHILDREN’S HOMES AND HOSPITALS 


es from Local Authorities and others, the Ministry 
of Health has compiled a list of Residential 
and Wales in connection with Maternity and Child Welfare. The list, 
which will shortly be published by the Stationery Office, contains the 
names and addresses of 318 Institutions (with 4,599 beds) dealing only 
with of mothers and children. These Institutions are divided into 
five classes, namely 1) Homes for Mothers and Babies; (2) Homes 
for Children under five; (3) Maternity Homes and Hospitals; 
(4) Hospitals for Children under five; and (5) Convalescent Homes 
All Institutions of the kind known to the Ministry are included in the 
list, with the exception of some which have been inspected and found 


MOTHERS 


In view otf ingulir 


CASER 


unsatisfactory 
Ath August 
War Office Order. 
NOTICE 
In pursuance of the powers conferred upon them by the Defence of 
the Realm Regulations, the Army Council hereby give notice that the 
Flax (Returns) Order, 1917, and the Flax (Restriction of Consumption) 


Order, 1917, will be cancelled as from the 3lst instant. 
2th August (Gazette, 20th August 


Ministry of Agriculture and Fisheries Order. 


THE LAND SETTLEMENT (PROVISION OF HOLDINGS OF 
LESS THAN ONE ACRE) REGULATIONS, DATED MAY 25rn, 
1920 
The Minister of Agriculture and Fisheries, in pursuance of his powers 

under Section 20 of the Land Settlement (Facilities) Act, 1919 (9 and 

10 Geo. 5, c. 59), bas, with the approval of the Treasury, made certain 

Regulations governing the provisions by County Councils of small 





THE MIDDLESEX HOSPITAL. 
WHEN CALLED UPON TO ADVISE AS TO LEGACIES, PLEASK DO NOT 
FORGET THE CLAIMS OF THE MrippLEesEx HospPitTAL, 
WHICH IS URGENTLY IN NEED OF FonpDs FoR irs HuMANE Work. 





ATHERTONS 
635 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 
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SUCCESSION, AND AMALGAMATION AGENTS 
WHO HAVE ARRANGED PERSONALLY MOST 
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Telephone : 2482 Helbora. Telegrams : “ Alscrious, London.” 
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63 & 64, Chancery Lane, LONDON, W.C. 
















holdings of less than one acre under the said enactment. Copies of 
these Regulations, which are entitled The Land Settlement (Provision 
of Holdings of less than one acre) Regulations, and are published under 
the heading of Statutory Rules and Orders, 1920, No. 1350, may be 
obtained, either directly or through any bookseller, from His Majesty's 
Stationery Office, Imperial House, Kingsway, London, W.C. 2, price 1d. 
each copy, exclusive of postage. 


Ministry of Food Order. 
THE MAIZE AND MAIZE PRODUCTS (EXPORT FROM 
IRELAND) ORDER, 1919. 


Notice of Revocation, 





In exercise of the powers conferred upon him by the Defence of the 
Realm Regulations and of all other powers enabling him in that behalf, 
the Food Controller hereby revokes as on the 9th August, 1920, the 
Maize and Maize Products (Export from Ireland) Order, 1919 [S.R. & 
0., No. 1707 of 1919], but without prejudice to any proceedings in 
respect of any contravention thereof. 

Sth Aucust 


Commissions and Committees. 
SHELL-SHOOK AND DEATH SENTENCES 
Lord Southborough has been appointed chairman of the War Office 
Departmental Committee which has been set up by the Secretary of 
State in accordance with the promise made some time ago in the House 
of Lords when the question of the relationship between death sentences 
and shell-shock was brought up 


by Oourts-martial for ‘* cowardice ” 


| The personnel of the inquiry, whose work may be expected to begin 


Institutions in England | 





vithout further delay, will include representatives of the War Office, 
in addition to medical and other scientific experts. It may be recalled, 


| says the V’imes, that Lord Southborough first raised the question in the 


House of Lords in the form of a motion for the appointment of a com- 


| mittee to inquire into the expert knowledge derived from the experiences 


of the late war. 

The Medical Correspondent of the Times writes : 

‘On 28th April Lord Southborough called attention in the House of 
Lords to the different types of hysteria and traumatic neurosis commonly 
called ‘ shell-shock’ from which many soldiers suffered during the 
war. He indicated his view that the conditions met with in war were 
no new phenomena, but that the late war had brought them to light. 
In the subsequent discussion General Lord Horne and Lord Peel spoke 
of the care taken by Courts-martial to make all allowances for nervous 
trouble. The committee which has just been constituted will, it 1s 
hoped, not only lay down rules for the guidance of Courts-martial, but 
will also suggest possible methods of training to prepare soldiers for the 
shocks of modern war. Incidentally the fact is likely to emerge that 
men who were physically unfit, in however mild a degree, before they 
joined up were more liable to mental upset than men in full enjoyment 


of health.” 











Three young and admittedly respectable girls were, says the Times, 
on the 19th inst., brought before Mr. Clarke Hall at the North London 
Police Court. on a charge of insulting behaviour in Mare-street, Hack 
ney. on Wednesday night. The police stated that they were walking 
home arm-in-arm with three others, singing. As this was a nuisance 
to pedestrians and inhabitants they were arrested. and detained at the 
police station until midnight. when they were bailed out. The other 
three yirls got away. The Magistrate: If these girls are respectable, 
you could have got their names and addresses and summoned them 
instead of putting them into a police cell, which I think is disgraceful. 
Inspector Avery said that a good deal of disorder took place in Mare- 
street, and the police had to be very strict, and invariably arrested 
straight away in cases of this kind. The Magistrate : In my opinion it 
is an entirely wrong procedure. The girls were discharged. 
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Societies. 
The Institute. 


The Law of Property Bill 
AS AMENDED IN JOINT SELECT COMMITTEE (ORDERED TO 
BE PRINTED 30th JUNE, 1920). 






ON PART I. 

ASSIMILATION. 
We consider that the scheme of Part I. of the Bill is open to the 
) objection that it will not simplify the English law of property, but, 
on the contrary, will only further. complicate the tangle of rules of 
common law, rules of equity, and amending statutes passed by way of 
piecemeal reform, of which that law now consists. This Bill has, we 
think, the fault, which has characterized all real property legislation 
gince that of 1833, viz., that it adds to the now well-nigh intolerable 
burden of what a student of English law must learn, and takes but 
little away. We think that it would be a mistake to make, as is done 
by clause 1, that strange and anomalous conception, peculiir to English 
law, the chattel real, the leading characteristic of the English land 


laws. It is, moreover, unnecessary to do so, for it is enough to alter 
the descent on intestacy of estates in fee simple, prohibit the creation, 
so far as the legal estate is concerned, of any estate except in fee 


simple or for a term of years, permit personal estate to be entailed, and 
abolish the rule requiring words of limitation, all of which things are 
done by the Bill. 
We may also point out that the proposed assimilation is not com 
letely carried out by the Bill. The heir-at-law not abolished 
he law of entail, which by clause 17 of the Bill is not only preserved 





18 







REPORT OF THE SPECIAL COMMITTEE OF THE INSTITUTE 


is not entitled te the custody of the documents of title, there shou'd be 
some provision that the first mortgagee shall be entitled to the custody 
of the title deeds in the same manner in al! respects as if the mortgage 
has passed the fee simple to such mortgagee. The fact that a mort 
gagee for a term of years was not entitled to the custody of the title 
deeds was one of the reasons why mortgages for terms of years, which 
were at one time usual, were abandoned : see Davidson's Precedents 
in Conveyancing, 4th ed., Vol. I1., Part p. 460 (a), Vol. L., 
p. 582 


2, note 


UNDIVIDED SHARE: 


Clam 14.) 


ae 


method than 
f enabling any 
land to obtain a sale of 


We 
Partition 
interested in 


that provided by the 
Acts, 1868 and 1876 person entitled to, or 
an undivided share in such land 
is required. But we think that the provisions contained in the Third 
Schedule to the Bill are unnecessarily elaborate, and that a far simpler 
and more effective remedy would be to give power to any person who 
is entitled to, or interested in, any undivided share in land to apply 
to the Court for the appointment of trustees in whom the property shall 
vest upon trust for sale, and the distribution by them of the proceeds 


think that some simple: 








of sale, which appears to be the ultimate remedy provided by clause 
l 4 1' of this Schedule 

| SETTLEMENTS 

| (Clauses 16-18.) 

| " 

We think that the provision which is contained in clause 6 (1) of the 
Firth Schedule that, on the death of a tenant for life or statutory 
owner of settled land, the settled land shall devolve on his personal 
representatives, will lead to applications to the Court, which, under tne 
existing law, would be unnecessary For instance, where a remainder 
man has disposed of his interest in the land, or cannot easily be 





MI but extended to personal estate, only requires a knowledge of the way | ¢ paced. it is unlikely that the personal representatives of the tenant for 
in which, under the first four rules of descent, land descends to lineal life or statutory owner ll take upon themselves the responsibility of 
issue. But other provisions of the Bill, for instance, clause 18 (3) and | , " eal ve the sett ed land I : fos = r assent under clause 6 (1) of the 
clause 148, which enable an heir to take by purchase, keep alive as part | Fifth’ c, Bee Ss roe ay i] 4 ‘thout ‘ie tethe tion of an order of the 

the of the law the difficult provisions of sections 6, 7, 8 and 9 of the | Gout 

half. Inheritance Act, 1833, and section 19 of the Law of Property Amend- | ~ ww, .onsider that under clause 9 (1) of the Fifth Schedule to the 

the ment Act, 1859. Further, clause 12 (1) apparently preserves common sill the trustees of a settlement for the purposes of the Settled Land 

2 & law conditions, on breach of which the heir can enter. This will make | Acts should not be obliged to execute such a vesting deed as therein 

. in it necessary to know the rules of law by which the heir is ascertained. | jentioned. excep up = the reanést of the tenant for life of fall am 
We have assumed in this paragraph that clause 143 (a) of the Bill on statutory : ra ; : 

+ abolishing “all existing modes, rulgs and canons of descent,’ relates | The provisi ne of clause 13 of the Filth’ Echedale to the Bill: willin 

only to property in respect of, which the deceased person dies intestate. | many cases remove difficultjes which an intending purchaser is now 

With a view to the assimilation of the law of real property to that | aubic Prehgh apt ere rn ‘ t our duty to point out that conveyancing 

of personalty, and, in particular, having regard to the provisions of will nat. he aa lified At present a settlement of real property is made 

* clause 17 (1) of the Bill, which enable entailed interests to be created |). ,..,, deed.. Under the Bill it will be made by two deeds. and an 

in personal estate, we think that the rule in Shelleyis case, which always | ojaitional document will be required on the death of each tenant for 

fice ? defeats the expressed intention of the settlor, should be abolished | life. Therefore as a minimum there will always be three documents 

» of Clause 18 (1) throws doubt as to the extent to which the assimilation | whore at present there is only one. and in many cases there will be more 

use enacted by clause | will be effective. If such assimilation were effec- | t,4, three documents . 

nces tive, all remainders would be equitable, and there would be no occasion Che eme consequently favours intending purchasers at the expense 
to abolish a rule which only applies to legal contingent remainders af tnadhcltecs. ‘Thi , emanation of:talies, Thth we'sennet (ek tie 

pg in The abolition which is contained in clause 18 (2) of the Bill of the | ;,;, ine qeacnontindion te the & shonid etate that converaasins 

ice, old rule of law prohibiting the limitation, after a life interest to an | i) implified. This, in our opinion, is not the case. It is the 
led. unborn person, of an interest in land to the unborn child or other | ;, vestigation of title which. ultimately. when the eme ia working 
the issue of such person, a rule which was affirmed by the Court of Appeal Reto ‘Il he aimn'tfied. bat there will be an incre . the number 
ym- in the case of Whithy v. Mitchell (44 Ch. D. 85), and applies to equit- | o¢ q ents to be executed. and often in the number of documents 
ces able, as weli as legal, estates (Re Nash, Cook v. Frederick, 1910 | to be abstracted 
1Ch. 1), appears to have been inserted with the view of assimilating the An illustration will makeethis clear 

r law of real estate to that of personal estate (see Re Bowles, Amedroz | Suppose land is settle 1 to the us \f fe vith remainder to the 
of } ¥. Bowles, 1902, 2 Ch. 650). The abolition of this rule will enable | 4. of B for lif th remainder to the wee of C ia fee simple 

nly land to be tied up for at least a generation further than is now pos 1) If A is dead and B ic collin 

the sible (see Williams on Real Property, sixteenth edition, 315, and Under the present system the shetract would be 

ere ® appendix F). We doubt if it is good policy to lengthen the period Nettlement: 

rht. during which land can be settled. én, the use of A for iife. 

oke Lecat Estates aNd EqurtaBLe INTERESTS to the use of B for life : 

“a (Clauses 2-4.) Appointment of X and Y as Settled Land Act trustees 

but With regard to clause 4, we see no reason why there should be any Death of 4 aad sin thihenin elit he 

the restriction on the means by which equitable interests may be created, Sye = a vy, — : o " ns re Ne d tine X 1¥ 

hat if, as appears to be the scheme of the Bill, the owner of the legal wire, pam —— we See ay? ee = 

we estate is to have power to sell free from all! equitable interests, whether oo ed Land Act trus ye . » 

ent the purchaser has notice of them or not In any case, we consider that Wall (tf any / A, appointing E and F executors 

the restrictions contained jn this clause are too narrow, for they would ae af A , PP ’ § adminiatrati 
make it impossible for a man Rate roe rs E and F, or, if A die intestate, letters of administration 
(a) To create a charge upon his land by way of indemnity, a | ° ,)'* ©"'#'e , a , 
on thing which is constantly being done when part only of land . } eating learnt Vesting the fee simple in B and nominating X and 
lomt subject to the payment of a capita) or yearly sum is sold Y as Settled Land Act trustees 

“k (b) To give to his lessee a right of pre emption which will be Thus in place of one deed under the een syetem, two de — 

ng : valid against a subsequent purchaser of the legal estate, although and a will or letters of dculnistretion soust e abstracted a ert re 

all he may purchase with notice new one In addition, there is t 1¢ settlement proper, wh ch is kep 
the (c) To give any interest to an intending purchaser which will be | Of the title b at which nevertheless has to be executed, making thre 
cad P valid against a subsequent purchaser of the legal estate, although documents in place of one, apart from the wil! or letters of administr 

le, he may purchase with notice tion. ’ , 

em MORTGAGES (2 If A and B are dead and C is selling : 

pt —" Under the present system the abstract would be :— 

ul. (Clause 13.) Settlement 

oe” We see no sufficient reason why a mortgagee should not be allowed to the use of A for life, 

_ to take the legal estate in fee. To deprive him of this privilege would to the use of B for life 

; we think, create considerable reluctance on the part of many to lend to the use of C in fee simple. 
Money on the mortgage of land. Death of A 
But, if clause 13 is to become law, then, as a mortgagee for a term Death of B. 
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Under the new system the abstract will be shire coast, and it has been decided to erect a new sea bank at Ingold 


Vesting Deed Vesting the fee simpl: \ and appointing X and Y | mells, near Skegness. with the old Roman bank as a second line F 
oa: ed Land Act trustees defence At an imquisition by jury at Spilsby Court of Sewer 
Ni ny / A, appointing E and F ex 3 ' Saturday, Mr. Hugh Grantham, an expert on coast defences, ga 
?, r f Ar fA evidence that unless the work wag speedily put in hand a large sect 
i ! fr ad at f that part of the country would be liable to inundation \ 
y “y of parishes round Ingoldmells are stated to be below the leve f 
, ting ' . ' t t X and } } ; 














" f L, iM rs 
p) y ‘ . T - 
Prot Bd .| Women’s Vote in the United States. 
e f ‘ eo. < f The New York correspondent of the 7'imes, in a message dated i 
X 1} t Imit t " tment is required \ugust a 
ler th em tem. three document Despite the fact that the ratification of the Federal Suffraze Am« 
i f iIministr ist’ be abstracted wnds ment stands confirmed by the adhesion of the State of Tennessee, 
] j tner ettlement proper ich wt State ecessary to make the imendment effective poss 
h has eve eleas t be executed, makin that lewal tec! ilities May prevent the issue of the proclan reg 
' f he ¢ » batts ‘ he nen of the nation the chance to vote at the coming President 
r election 
Ts nu Dh \ iwh the anti-Suffragists failed in their efforts to 1 ce the La 
House of the Tennessee Le vislature reconsider its vote ratif ine 
‘ . tutiona nendment they did succeed in obtaining a@ restra ng rae 
t 1D scot aer , fudge I wd of the Chancery Court, which temporarily pr 
‘ leat} navable ents Governor Roberts of Tennessee from certifying to the Secretar 
| ° f prop - 5nin) State, Mr. Colt that the ratification has been complete 
est ! deat p r 1 ep ‘ { feature f the legislative tangle vas tne exodus nat t t ne 
» members of the ‘Legislature who opposed Suffray Y este 
\ ; NEous Pr ; da he rossed the State boundary into Alabama, in order to avoid 
( , the rvice of a subpana compelling their attendanc: the House 
The hoped by this means to delay action until the n Levislatu 
v I pi | bit sirice wuld be elected t No ember, but the H muse held tl tne ynst 
d is held iritable, ecclesiastica tional requirements for a quorum did not apply in considering Federal 
pu t t ‘ ed that a! iid held j perpetuity ittera ind. despite the absentees defeated the motion t t msider 
The B | for the f copvhold and oth Should the temporary restraining order be made permanent hen it is 
! al-le ‘ e ; I Is, and for making rea debated five days hence, it will be necessary for some other State to 
i | ‘ it fy the Suffrage Amendment ir der -to make it operative through 
e & \ e ( 1 ne rt the intrv at the time of the Presidential election 
\ dl \ 
We | ‘ Pa | f the B — ee 
e® e@xXce] is yA ( i 14 tified in the way e } < 
read i ed i I a4 hole tte n be reconsidered F ] N 
rg | c get ery ve A Ear Sialic denuhe ail ties ega ews, 
B . he plificat f , 


— Appointment. 
ipon some of The K has approved that Mr. R. V. N. Hopxts, C.B., Secretary 





the re nt tained Part | | ecommendation that Board of Inland Revenue, be appointed a Knight Commande: f the 
this part of f B h the excep ly mentioned, should be | Order of the Bath Mr. Hopkins was appointed Secretary t he Board 
omitted ' epted tee ery ) that it should | f f Inland Revenue in September, 1916. on the retirement of Mr. J. 1 
dered let Chapr C.B. He was madeaC.B. in 1919. He is forty vears of age 

‘ | iW 


Wintiam M.S General. 








RIA Wit Vl he Sn ( 

(j;porGE R. N Hl t the | tu At the Greenwi police-court, on the 19th inst., savs the Zunes, a 
waRnLEs [L. ( , ndlady was summoned for breaking the lock of a door on her premise 
HARLES Percy & uid forcibly entering a tenement room occupied by her tenant rhe 

Subiect to wn es magistrate said he found that the alleged offence was an indi ne 
Id ' : ind would have to be sent to the Old Bailey. Mr. Scard com 
be | e above report as t plainant, agreed, and said the proceedings were taken under an Act « 
ia 2 . oe d practice of having | Richamd If., dated 1381. He read extracts from the Act, which 
, i eda a ~ titles; it would also enable | jrovided that an entry must not be made “with strong hand and mul 
a4 of the B ‘ = diff ahi nti why gree “2 : use |} titude of people, and that an offender would be ‘‘ punished by im 
le yt rageeng: es unless | prisonment of his body.’’ The complainant, in evidence, said that a 
7 7 i ae “ - ff ; bedstead had been removed from his room. Mr. Good, for the defence 
: ae i ' ~ gf = suggested that as the complainant had been given notice to leave he was 
— = — » trespasser The magistrate pointed out that if the case went to the 
os od, she the tap f the B ome | Old Bailey there was a risk, which both parties shared, of having to 
— ; — pay £50 costs. In adjourning the case he advised them t e to some 
. P. SANGER agreement 
We the unde ‘ uppointed by the Bar. Co is Delegates to » 
t} ~ { nit ‘ | ! | it ipprove at the wove 


eport Ra MRIS Winding-up Notices. 
P. S. Strokes JOINT STOCK OCOMPANIBS. 


Liwirep mm CHANCERY. 





London Gazette.—Faipay, Aug. 29 


r > \ I o os o., Lap x OLUNTAR AQUID oN ors 
The Enecroaching Sea. Vuire Ouorm Hats) Kanara Co., Lav. (Is Vourwrunr Liquipar ¥ 


required, on <« eend idl res see ar 


A 





: : . ticulars of their debts or olaims, to Herbert Whitfiekd, 17, Eas r Leod 
At the : eetu of the Isl fW ht Lifeboat. Board last Satu liquidator 
dav. General Se tated that the Roval National Lifeboat Institution | Masestic Srxotcate, Lop Ix Votentany Ligvipation.)—Creditors are required. 
; 1 on or before Sept. 30, to send in their names and addresses, wit erticulars of 
vere in favour of supporting a scheme recting protective break- = OF ‘Ore OCF , - . - - 
a , 4 7 , - - oe = t r debte or claims, to AMred Alexander Kilner, 23, Rye Bank-r ) Trafford, 
waters at Fresl iter Bay. Isle of W gnt The main rbje ct of the pro- Manchester, liquidator. 
posed break wate to prevent the sea breaking through and cutting | Powrts & Sows, Lrp Ix Vourytarnyr Lievrpattox.)—Creditore are required, on 
the Isle of Wig! tw Thev would also enable a motor-lifeboat to or before Aug. 30, to send theif”names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to Andrew Carson Bowden, 29, Corporation-st.. Mancheste 
be stationed there to serve the dangerous stretch of coast from the liquidator 
Needles | St. Catherine’s Point Seawalls built to protect the fore Ganrent Frtm Co., Lap.—Oreditore are reduired, on or before Sept S. to send in 
shore of Freshwater Bay have been more than onee demolished by ther names and addressees, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Roger 
‘ v , ‘ “etree he bed of the R -¥ Brown, 62. King-st.. Manchester, liquidator 
storms, anc e sea threatens cut through to the bed of the River Yar Scnvps & Co. (France). Lrp. (Ix Ligurpseion.) —Creditore are desired, on or 
Extensive damaye has been done by recent high tides on the Lincoln- before Sept. 30, to send their names and addresses, end particulare of their 
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a *ts or claims, to Alfred Wil) am Quin fa, Frederick’s-; Old Jewry 
Vic I 
Pigg mead LiptiwaL Ctice Ct Ltt A re t * are re a m oF for Sent 1 | Creditors’ Notices. 
to s t r name im 5 “kd reese. i part ars ei ett aime 
Ha farsha) 8, Tnien-rd. Ur Sto wort 2 2 “an 2¢ 
t ; we os a 7? -s ‘ U nder 22 & 23 Vict. cap. RU 
Gicr 2 [v1 IN VOLUNTARY LDATLON { ar j soa 
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:  & Matthews 


ATION 


Arthur ( 
Lond ( t Y 4 { 
Renisona* f Ltd R. Burgess & ( Ltd ' 
WwW. H.R x Ltd Vv. F. Oil Swndicate, Lt 
Spears & ( LA H e T itr { Ltd | tice Ra ) \ 4 ; ‘ S r Hs n 
d. &B TI s Ltd Moss R uineton & ( 1909 ts siet ol BR 
Prescot Pict Palace ¢ Lt H. & T. T. Ormerod Lt. | s \ wper 1 , 
—— <q ter H S L.tal Ora Mill td.. Whit t . rt Inne fancheste 
« and Genera | (ar Stes ! \ H } 
oe ! — eg oy be 











THE LICENSES AND GENERAL INSURANCE c0., LTD. 


CONDUCTING THE INSURANCE POOL or selected risks. 
FIRE, BURGLARY, LOSS OF PROFIT, EMPLOYERS’, FIDELITY, GLASS, 


MOTOR, PUBLIC LIABILITY, etc., etc. 
Non-Mutual except in respect of PROFITS which are distributed annually to the Policy Holders. 


THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE FAMILY POLICY at 4/6 per cent. is the mest complete Policy ever offered to householders. 
THE POOL COMPREHENSIVE SHOPKEEPERS’ POLICY Covers al all Risks under One Document for One Inclusive Premium. 


LICENSE SPECIALISTS IN’ ALL LICENSING . MATTERS 
" Suitable Clauses for Insertion in Lease d Mortgages of 
INSU RANCE. Licensed Pascoe settled by Gouna will be pei ast taaiiaiieees: 


For Further Information write: VICTORIA EMBAN KM ENT (next Temple Station), W.C.2. 
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Witttse Swan, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Sept. ll Keenlyside & 


Neweastle-upon-Ty ne. 
South Harting, 


STALL YSRASS 
Forster 


Benjamin, Johnson & Clarence, Mid 


Sussex. Sept. 
Cheadle Sept. 18. 
Trotiore, Cuantes, West Worthing 
Torres, Hanny, Leigh-on-Sea. Sept 
Wersrwoop, Sasan Aww, Blackeath, 
Heath, Staffs 
Wooprow, Warten Franx, 
Salisbury 
CiaRnivs Avar 
Stewart & 


R. Heaton & Son, Burslem, Stoke-on-Trent. 

Sept. 12. J. K. Nye & Donne, Brighton. 

13. Walter G. Beecroft, Leigh-on-Sea 
Staffs, Sept. 15. Geo. Williams, 


Tirrrw, SeLinwa 


Cradle 


Salisbury, Farmer Aug. 2. Nodder & Trethowan 


Fere, Franee. Oct. 1 


n of La 
lmtie 


Charmes, Cant 


Pountne 


Te Greraxyo 


Son 


Zorns 


2, Laurence 





Gazette Faipar, Aug. DB. 


London 


Frevenicx Onsates, Tottenham 
Noeh, 161, Strand 
Waisadl Sep 
ANN North { Taunton 

Fooks Cs 0, Careyet., L Inn 
Baremas, Kisanonw Victoria, or Barpana Atice 
nard & Son, N 
Bet. woop, Witsrnronce, 
Ousegate, \ 
Bunny STECART 
i» Briet 
Camino ALEXANDER 


ARCHER, Brueh Manufacturer. Sept. DW. Exdwd. 


Tat 
ARCHER 
ARBNOLI 


ham 
Saran 
MMA 


Walsall 
Sept. 30. 


». E. Irwim Miller 


urry, nemr 
now 


Arnold, Chadwick 


Baremax, Norwich. Sept. 30. Bar 


rwhol 


Gainsborowgh, lronmonger. Oct. 3. J. ‘H. Turner, High | 


Bariey, Hassocks, Suesex. Sept. 30. Osborne Ward, Vassall & 


Parnick, Hyde Park 16. Dawes & Sons, 2, Birchin 


sept 
Loutbard 
FLowmence May 
Rites, New 
Lincoln's Inn 
Peren, Ripponden, near Halifax 
JOuN, Welveshinaahen Sept 
Jous Tomas, Staunton Grange 
Notting ham 
Fioop, Frrpenicx 
Avishan 
Gineon, Henny 
Altrincham 
Gites, Lovisa, Misterton 
Guimenaw, Hagnierrs 
& te Mam 
Hacoarp, Frepericx THomas, Tunbridge 
King & Gregory, @, London-wal! 
Hannis, Jouw, Whitetahl Sept. 18 
Hear, Groner, Burton Overy 
Leicester 
Hoorrn, Jounw Ricmas Rushall, 
Prans & Son, Walea!l! 
Horwoop, Mantow Amy, Rainow 


Fred A 


Pearce 


Cloke, Sandwich. 
& Nicholls, 12, New-ct., 


Kent 


Surrey 


2» 


t = 


Marden 
Makien, 


OCaRTra, 


Sept 
OarTMr.i ~ 


I 
Sept, 30 Sons, Halifax 
Is 1 & 
Notts 


Longbotham & 
(Clark, Smethwick 
Brewer. Sept. 30. Martin & Sone 


ou 
Coorer 


Fara 


Jjoun, Brieton, Norfolk, Farmer. Sept. Purdy & Holley. 


Nicholle, Lindsell & Harris, | 


Sept 


Bowdon, Cheshire 31 
H 


Sept 


Nott 


wdon 


Oot. 2 J 
Chea re 


Turner, High Ousegate, York 
Be @. Grundy, Kershaw, Sameon 
hewter 

Wells. Sept. 21. Herbert Smith, Goss 
Brooks, Whitstable 


29. Haxby, Partridg: 


Burch & 


ter. Sept & Tebbot, 


Leices 


Waleall, Commercial Traveller. Oct, Enoch 


Cheshire tue. E. Chatham & Co., Maen 
hawt tf 
Heoxraer, Pom 
son, Newton Adil 
Jenxisson, Eitee~ Mary, Knareshorough-pl., Cromwell-rd. 
Woodward & ( 15, John-st.. Beclford-row 
Hort, M Sept. 13. Farrar 


vy Fraxx, Newton Abbot Jeweller Sept. 30. Webster & Wat 


Sept Ravenscroft, | 


» 
Stead, Walker 


H 


recambe 


& Cockcroft, 


Byker 18 The White. New 


m 


Whitchurch 


SARAH < 


tle-wpon“T 


MARTHA 


Newcast le-upon- Ty ne Sept 
cas 
Latrwarp 
Bale 
PRrepenic« 
Sone & Latham 
MaALcoL™ Josern JcLies 
Co.. a 
McDownwett 
> 


Salop. Sept. 2. James M. Etches, Whitehuroch, 


Witttam, Manchester Avent ~w Addleshaw, 


Manchester 
Bushire 


Commission 


Ler, Sept 


Persia. Oct Kennedy, Ponsonby, Ryde & 
(oleman-st 
Manis, Hove 
hilly 
Mriton, Groner W 
Coleman, 12, ¢ 
Moros, Herwziean, 
super. Mare 


Newets 


Sept. 6. Bloun Petrie, 48, Albemarle-st., 


} 
Lttam, Colemant 30. James, Mellor & | 
oleman.-st . 

We per-Mar Smith, Sone & Ford, Weeton 


ston -st 


Apa, Sea mM John Robineon, Ryde 
fw 
Jous, Neth: 
Mustle Cars 
PatmnTer arer. tla 
Colemanet 
Patcen, Epira Manis, Rath 
Paterson, Jous. Relfast 
Williams & 4 ‘ 
Preanr, Pima Walmley 
mimo tn rr 
Rowen Arie 


upon-Tyne 


Onam, Dorset xy Woodforde & Drewett 


Somerset 


hon-Sea, Fes pt James, Mellor & Coleman 12 


>. 


Scott, Bath 


Sent. 12 


Oot. 7 


Prevision 


5. B 
Merchant 
Strand 


Sept. 2 


Withers. Bensone, Currie 


Arunde!-st 


Warwick Sanders, Locker & Perish, Bir 


Gateshead -wpon- Tyne pt. 17. Mawrhan Hall, Neweastle 


| Surre, Evtzasern Aowts, West Ealing. Sept. 4 A 


OoLLins, CaTHeRine, Trowbridge, Wilts. Sept. 29. 


= —) oc > ae 
, te a 
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Sustitor, Amen, Upton Park, Eeeex. 
lane, Upton Park. 

Simpson, Genrevpse, Esher, Surrey. 
Wall-bidgs. 

Sixotetox, Epwarp, Claughton, Birkenhead. 


Live 
Shipley, 


Sept. 2. Pearce & Rowse, 15, Pla 
Sept. 30. Jenkins, Baker & Co., 3, Lo 
Oct. 1. McKenna & F shwielt, 
Spencer, Clarkson & On, 


Lloyd-Jones, Ealing 


OLIven, Saltaire, Yorks. Sept. 18. 


Keighley 


SMITH 


3. 


Suvtn, Evornta Avousta, Wimbledon. Sept Snow, Fox, Higginson @° 
Thompson, 7, Great St. Thomas Apostic. 

Srexcen, (martes, George-pl “s @. F. A. ©. Redden, 17, Victoria-st 

Strertrs, Cuartes, M.V.0., Cambridge, Obief Constable. Oct. WO. H. ¢ 
Cambridge 

PHorntow, Josren Witttam, Sheffield. Sept. 18. Arnold Brittain, Sheffiek 

ritt, Groner Cuameres, Brentwood, Essex. Sept. 25. Taylor & Smith, Brentwood, 

vier, Etiza Jaws, Balham. Sept. 20. Nickinsen & Co., 2, Bedford-«q “a 

aa Emma Evizasera, Stroud Green. Sept. 30. Jahn H. Mote & Son, 11. Gray's 7 
nn-<q 

WILKINSON, Egnest Messenoer, Victoria, Britieh Columbia. Oct. 20. Nickineon @ 7 
Co., 42. Bedford-sq. 

Wittmorr, Witttam Hever Perctvat, Basildene. Margaret River, Western Australig, 9 
Farmer. Sept. &. Holmaa, Fenwiek & Willen, 1, Lioyd’s-av. : 


Squires, 


London Gazette.—Tvurspay, Aug. 24. 
\rkinsos, Frepentck Watton, LI.D., Comeragh-rd., West Kensington, & 
Sept. 2. Peacock & Goddard, 3, Sowth-sq., Gray's Inn 

A. P. Sylvester, ‘Trow bridge, 

Miles Bab 
Son @ 
Sprake & Rap 
Aug. 8. J, 
Raymond-bidgs, 
a 


loiter, 


Wilts. 
Crapock, Josera, Stockton-on-Tees, 
sover, Stockton-on-Tees. 
Dusesy, Emetrm Marrmyye, Tunbridge 

Harries, Tunbridge Wells 
ELtisoy, Amsross, Church, Lance, Licensed Victualler 
son, Accrington 
Atsrer Epwarp Avecstes, South Yerdley, Birmingham 
& Willcox, Birminghem. 
EmIty, Willesden. Sept 


Gray's Inn. 
Gipptr, Witt, Bideford, Licensed Victualler 
Sept. 25. 


Bideford. 

Gaeie, Marearer, Southend-on-Sea. 
grove & Oo., 47, Paternoster-row. 

Hensaaw, Rosert Rervotps, Bingham, Notte. 
Lincoln. 

Jseoer, Ameria, Southport. Oct. 20. W. & R. Hodge & Halsall, Southport 

Oemsst-Jonyson, 14.Commr. Liowe, Stantey, R.N.. Weymouth. Sept. 3. W. ® 
de Gex, Weymouth 

LAwsow, ArntHur James, Nairobi, British Eaet Africa. Waddy & Kelasy, 
45, PFinsbury-pavement 

Masters, Harnierr, Herne Bay. Sept 

Parnxe, Jonx, Chesham Bois, Bucks, Farmer. 
Burke 

Perren, Warntaa Etrzanera, Addison-gdne., 
Sadlers & Callard, 3, St. James’s-st 


Wholesale Grocer. Sept. 26. N 


Wells. Oct. 9. W. ©. Cripps, 


Sept. 21. 


31 


30. Ingpen & Armitage, 4, 


Sept. 30. Goamam, 


Cartwright, Cunningham, Hash 7 
90. Andrew 


Sept. & Thompsea, 


Sept. 25. 


. B. Martin & Sen, Gravesend 4 
Sept. 15. Simpson & Scott, Chesham 


Richards, f 
Putters, Ricnarp, Wilton-rd., Pimlico, Ladies’ 20. Burchell, 
Wilde & Co., 36. Victoria-st.. Weetminster. 
Rostxsox, Ewa, Balham. Sept. 30. Crossman, Block & Co., 16, Theobali’s#il™ 


Gray's Inn 
» CO a, 


Rostyson, ELrza 
Gresham-st 
Walker, Martineau & Co, & 
Ingle, 2, ‘New 


Samvcerson, Anne Jane, St. Janes's-ct. 


Kene ington. Sept 13 


Costumier. Sept. 


Kstout, Stamford-hill. Sept. Butcher & Harper 


Oct. 11. 
Theobald's-rd.. Gray's Inn 

Urey, Mary Ans, Holloway-rd. 
Broad-et. ‘ 

Watrorp, Eryest Lrorotp. St. John's Wood, Stockjobber. Rub nstein, 
Nash & Co., 5 and 6, Raymond-bidge., Gray's Inn. 

Watrorp, Ossonn, St. Angustine’s-rd.. Camden-sq. Sept. 2. Roberts, Seyd Jark- 
man & Falck, 58, Margaret-st. 

Witsox, James Watrer, Epsom. Sept. 20. Vizard, Oldham & Co., Lincoln’ 
Inn-fields. 


7 


Sept. Hanbury, Whitting & 


Sept 


o7 
= 


51, 





| suffer according 


VALUATIONS FOR INSURANCE.—It is very essential that all 
Policy Holders should have a detailed valuation of their effects. Pro 
perty is generally very inadequately insured, and in case of loss insuret® 
fy. DEBENHAM, STORR, & SONS (LIMIT 

26, King-street, Covent-garden, W.C.2, the well-known valuers 
chattel auctioneers (established over 100 years), have a staff of Expert 
Valuers, and will be glad to advise those desiring valuations for any 
purpose. Jewels, plate, furs, furniture, works of art, bric-&-brac, & 
speciality.—[{Apvr. 








Leecw, WiItttam 
Aug. 2 at 
upon-Trent 

MARTINDALE, 
Kensington. 
Carey-st 

O’Dwrer, Patrick, Bow-rd 
ruptoy-bldgs., Carey-st 

Rear, Josernixne Carnot 
Bankruptcy-bkigs., 

Reppock, Benryamin 
Drapery Specialist. 
26, Baldwin-st., Bristol. 

Scorr, Harry Cttrronp 
Artiste Aug. 23 at 
Oarey-st 

Sorkin, Josern, Leeds 


Sandbach 
2.15 or 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


Aug V7 


STANLEY 


London Terspar, Aug. 27 at 


MERTINGS 
Gray's Inn-rd Fine 
Aug. 25 at 12. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st. 
Barry Aurrep Jouw, Atrrep Joserm Barer, and 

Marraew Granam Morton, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Carting Contractors Aug. 25 at 11 Off. Ree.. 
Pearl-bidgs., 4, Northumberland-st., Newcastle 
upoh-Tyne 
Benxisow, Arran 
Aug. 26 at 11 
Bentiry, Joserm Eowanrp 
Aug. 31 at 11 of 
Hatse, Cmarues Srencer, 
Ree., The Parade, 
JENxnivoas, ERwest, 
Director. Aug 
Carey-st 
"Kennevr, Evita Mary, Belvedere-rd., Upper Norwood, 
Proprietress of Sharma College. Aug. 2 at 11. 
138, York-rd., Westminster Bridge-rd. 
‘Maver, Noss, Wardour-st., Oxford«t.. Restaurant 
Proprietor. Aug. @ at 12. Baskruptcy-bidgs., 


Carey-st 


Gazette 
FIRST 


Aseuit, Guipo Art Publisher 


Joux, Tooley-st.. Bonded Oarman. 
Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carey-st 
Blackburn, General Dealer. 
Rec., Winckley-st., Preston. 
Luton, Aug. 24 at 11.90. Off 
Northempton 
Finsbury-pavement Company 
at 11.30. Bankruptcy-bkigs., 


Frepenicx, Leeds 
Off. Rec. 2%. Bond-st., 
Toots, Joux, Horwich, 
Aug. 2 at 3. Off. Rec., 


THORPE, 


* 

11, Liverpool. 

W rater, 
Artiste. 
Carey-st. 


Dale-st., 
Epwarp Perrer, 
Aug. % 





ARTHUR, 


Wallington 
Carey-st. 
FREDERICK, 
Aug. 


Confectioner 
Off. Rec., 24, Bond-st., Leeds. 
Grocer 
Leeds 
near Bolton, 


Tricks, Taomas, Lower Thingwall, Chester, Butcher. 
Aug. & at 11.90. Off. Rec., 


Kennington-rd., 
at 12.15. 


Wrsow, Henstret Partutr. South-st., Finsbury. Aug. 96 | Scort, 
at 18. Bankruptcy-bldgs., Carcy-st. 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Anprrsox, Groner, Shepherd’s Bush, Cabinet Maket 
High Court. Pet. July 13. Ord. Aug. 13. 
Barer, Atrrep Joux, Atraep Joserm Barry and ; 
Marturw Granam Morton, Neweastle-upon = 
rae. 


Dealer. 
Stoke- 


Chester 
Rec., 


Hay 
9, Brook-st., 


Castletown-rd West 

11.30. Bankruptey-bidgs., 
Carting Contractors. Newcastle-upon-Tyn: 
Aug. 11: Ord. Aug. 13. 

Bewntson, Atrarp Jouyx, Tooley-st 
High Court. Pet. Aug. 13. Ord. Aug. 13. 

Cartas, Ber, Liverpool, Wholesale Draper Liverpotl. 
Pet. Aug. 13. Ord. Aug. 15 

Crawrorp, Jom~ Writs, Bridlington, Fish Howket 
Scarborough. Pet. Aug. 14. Ord. Aug. 14 

Fisuer, Epwarp T., Kingston-upon-Hull. Kingste® 
upon-Hull. Pet. Jul .. Ord. Aug. 14 

Fiercuer, ALFRED, Manchester, Engineer. Manchest® > 
Pet. June 10. Ord. Ang. : 

Jorcr, Jounw Pasrr, Denbigh, Wrexsho 
Pet. Aug. 12 Ord. Aug. 12. ' 

Leece, Witte, Sandbach, Chester, Hay Desle® | 
Macclesfield. Pet. Aug. 10. Ord. Aug. 10 af 

Masxert, Horace, Li ‘et., General Dealer. High 
Court. Pet. June 29. Ord. Aug. 14. 4 

O’Dwren, Parnicx, Bow-rd. High Court. Pet. Aug. 
Ord. Aug. 13. 

Prine, Rosert, Corwen, Merioncthshire. Wrexham) 
Pet. Feb. 24. Ord. Aug. 12. : 

Fanny Currronp, Brixon-rd.. Music 

Artiste: High Court. Pet. Aug. 12. Ord. Avg- 


Aug. 2 at 11 Bank 


Aug. 27 at 11 Bonded ( 
Furnishing 


Off. Ree., 


Frome, 


27 at 11.30. 


Brixton-rd., Music Hall 
12 Bankruptcy-bldgs., 

Aug. 2% at 11. 
Aug. 2% at 11.30. 


Jew ller 


Boiler Maker. 
Byrom-st.. Manchester. 
Union Marine-bldgs., 


Music Hall 
Bankrupt¢cy-bldge., 











